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1.0    SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

This Biological Assessment letter report documents the results of the biological surveys completed within and 

surrounding the boundaries of the subject property and the impact analysis completed in support of the proposed 

residential development (potential project) on and off the subject property site.  

 

The proposed development is proposed within four undeveloped Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN’s 152-121-06, 

152-123-05, 152-123-20, and 152-320-11), totaling approximately 2.66 acres located in the incorporated City of 

Oceanside (City) in the County of San Diego (County), California (Figure 1). A general and rare species potential 

biological survey and protocol coastal California Gnatcatcher (CAGN) surveys were conducted over the 

approximately 2.66-acre property and surrounding areas. The site was walked on foot and resources mapped 

using a 2016 aerial photograph of the area. All discussions relating to potential take, habitat restoration/creation 

and mitigation is based on the premise that the property will be developed under the City of Oceanside’s biological 

regulations.  

 

Animal species observed directly or detected from calls, tracks, scat, nests, or other sign were noted. All plant 

species observed on-site were also noted, and plants that could not be identified in the field were identified later 

using taxonomic keys. The site visit included a directed survey for sensitive plants that would be apparent at the 

time of the survey.  Additionally, surveys were performed during the day and nocturnal animals were not 

observed. 

 

There were no significant limitations to the compilation of a comprehensive floral checklist; only limited to the 

natural constraints of the season of the survey (Feb. 2017). Since surveys were performed during the day, 

nocturnal animals were detected by sign. 

 

Floral nomenclature for common plants follows Hickman (1993). Plant community classifications follow the 

California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) and Holland (1986). Zoological nomenclature for birds is in 

accordance with the American Ornithologists’ Union Checklist (1998); for mammals, Jones et al. (1982); and for 

amphibians and reptiles, Collins (1997). Assessments of the sensitivity of species and habitats are based primarily 

on CEQA, Final Oceanside Subarea Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural Communities Conservation Plan (City of 

Oceanside, 2010), State of California (CDFW, 2014), and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS, 2014). 

  

No gnatcatchers, sensitive wildlife or sensitive plants species were observed. Potentially significant biological 

impacts to sensitive habitats are proposed to occur and compensatory mitigation will be required. 

 

2.0   INTRODUCTION 

The approximately 2.66-acre subject property is currently located in the City of Oceanside, west of Interstate 5 (I-

5) and southwest of the intersection of Oceanside Boulevard and Oceanside Blvd., and is situated within Sections 

25 and 26, Township 11 South, Range 5 West, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian, of the “San Luis Rey, CA” 

U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographical quadrangle (quad) (Figure 2).  
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Land Use, Topography, Soils 

The subject property is located with the City of Oceanside Coastal Zone and outside of the following City Zones: 

Pre-Approved Mitigation Area (PAMA), the Wildlife Corridor Planning Zone, the Offsite Mitigation Zone, the 

Offsite Mitigation Zone, the Softline Preserve Area and the Hardline Preserve Area. The subject property is 

surrounded by land zoned as Special Commercial District for highway oriented commercial areas (CS-HO) to the 

east, Medium Density Residential (mobile home park) to the south, Urban High Density Residential (RH-U) to the 

west and north, with Single Family Residential to the north of Oceanside Boulevard.  

 

The project site occurs within a developed landscape, abutting residential development on all sides.  Offsite 

adjacent to the southern Property Line, at the bottom of the natural slope, is the North County Transit District 

(NCTD) Railway and lined control channel which drains the storm event flows through  (in parallel)  to the NCTD  

area. No wetlands were observed. The site is topographically varied, comprised of a natural slope on the southern 

and eastern portions of the site and the existing historically graded and currently maintained areas up above.   

 

The subject property is generally flat with the exception of manufactured slopes. Elevation on the subject property 

ranges from a low of approximately 17 feet above mean sea level (AMSL) in the southern portion of the property 

to a high of approximately 77 feet AMSL adjacent to the northern Property Line of the subject property. Fuel 

Modification/Brush Management Zone protecting the existing residences and NCTD easement are in place.   

 

Soils on the subject property are primarily composed of Made Land (Md) primarily on the slopes and Terrace 

escarpments (TeF) within the northern portion of the Property (NRCS, 2017).    

 

Regional Setting 

The proposed project is located in the City of Oceanside Subarea Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)/Natural 

Community Conservation Plan area. This Plan addresses how the City of Oceanside will conserve natural biotic 

communities and sensitive plant and wildlife species under the MHCP framework.  The Subarea Plan will provide 

regulatory certainty to the landowners within the City and aid in conserving the region’s biodiversity and 

enhancing the quality of life. The Subarea Plan addresses the potential impacts to natural habitats and rare, 

threatened or endangered species caused by projects within the Cities. The Subarea Plans will also form the basis 

for Implementing Agreements, which will be the legally binding agreements between the City and the Wildlife 

Agencies that ensure implementation of the plan and provides the City with State and federal “Take authority.”  

 

3.0    SURVEY METHODOLOGY 

BLUE senior biologist Michael Jefferson conducted the general and rare species surveys within the survey area 

(Table 1). Travis Cooper; Permit Number - TE-170389-5, who is permitted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(USFWS) to conduct Protocol surveys for the coastal California gnatcatcher, conducted the 2017 protocol CAGN 

surveys on the property. Mr. Cooper conducted three protocol surveys, according to the USFWS gnatcatcher 

survey protocol. The site was surveyed on foot and habitat mapped (Figure 4).   

 

Mapping was performed following the Guidelines for Determining Significance and Survey, Report Format, 

Content and Mapping Requirements (City). Wildlife species were identified directly by sight or by vocalizations, 

and indirectly by scat, tracks, or burrows.  Field notes were maintained throughout the surveys and species of 
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interest were mapped.  The primary focus of the survey was to document and map the size, location, and general 

quality of all habitat types and the presence or potential presence of any sensitive resources onsite.   

 

TABLE 1 
 Survey Details 

Date Survey Type Time Conditions 

Temp (ºF), Wind (mph) begin 

and end, Cloud Cover (CC) 

Biologists 

2-20-17 CAGN 1045- 

1130 

73°, 2-4mph, 25%cc 

73°, 2-4mph, 25%cc 

TC* 

3-4-17 CAGN 0645- 

0730 

52°, 1-2mph, 10%cc 

53°, 1-2mph, 10%cc 

TC 

3-6-17 General/Rare 0845- 

1015 

52°, 1-2mph, 10%cc 

55°, 1-2mph, 10%cc 

MJ* 

3-10-17 CAGN 0720- 

0815 

58°,  0-2mph, 5%cc 

62°,  0-2mph, 5%cc 

TC 

4-21-17 General/Rare 0845- 

0930 

55°, 1-2mph, 10%cc 

58°, 1-2mph, 10%cc 

MJ 

*TC = Travis Cooper; MJ = Mike Jefferson 

 

Vegetation communities were assessed and mapped on a color aerial with topography flown in March 2016 (Google 

earth). Animal species observed directly or detected from calls, tracks, scat, nests, or other sign were noted. All 

plant species observed on-site were also noted, and plants that could not be identified in the field were identified 

later using taxonomic keys. 

Limitations to the compilation of a comprehensive faunal and floral checklist were few within the survey area – 

most of which had been previously, legally, graded and or cleared  and is actively maintained. The general quality 

of the urbanized habitat within the survey area is, as expected, of low quality. The field visits were conducted in 

the spring and all potentially occurring special status species would have been apparent. Due to the conditions of 

the area and the ongoing use and maintenance it was determined that the existing site conditions precluded the 

recommendation of additional surveys being recommended as a comprehensive checklist was prepared.  

Prior to conducting the biological survey, a thorough review of relevant maps, databases, and literature pertaining 

to biological resources was performed. Recent aerial imagery (Google Earth 2017), topographic maps (USGS 2015), 

soils maps (USDA 2012), and other maps of the project site and immediate vicinity were acquired and reviewed 

to obtain updated information on the natural environmental setting. In addition, a query of sensitive species and 

habitat databases was conducted, including the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB; CDFG 2012a), the 

California Native Plant Society Electronic Inventory (CNPSEI; CNPS 2012), and the Consortium of California 

Herbarium (Consortium 2012) applications, as well as a review of regional species lists produced by the USFWS 

(USFWS 2012a) and CDFW (CDFW 2011, 2012a, CDFW 2012b, and 2012c). 
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The pre-survey investigation also included a verification of whether the project site falls within areas designated 

as final or proposed USFWS Critical Habitat for federally threatened or endangered species (USFWS 2012b). 

The complete list of sensitive species (CNDDB) and habitats that have been previously recorded within the vicinity 

of the project site was compiled, and all recorded locations of species and other resources were mapped and 

overlaid onto aerial imagery using Geographic Information Systems (GIS) software. The CNDDB list of sensitive 

species included all database results for areas within 9 California USGS 7.5 minute topographic quadrangles.  

Delineated boundaries of all features identified within the study area were recorded using a 1” =100’ aerial 
photograph.  

No jurisdictional wetlands or City wetland habitats were identified within the survey area.  

4.0    RESULTS 

The following discussion summarizes the existing and potentially present biological resources onsite and within 

the project footprint.  

 

4.1    Vegetation 

Habitat descriptions are based on the City’s Biological Mapping Requirements (City) and Terrestrial Vegetation 

Communities in San Diego County based in Holland’s Descriptions (Oberbauer 1996).  Four habitat types occur 

within the project site:  chaparral (maritime succulent scrub, disturbed), coastal sage scrub (CSS, disturbed), 

disturbed habitat, urban disturbed and developed area.  A complete list of plant species observed onsite is 

included in Appendix A. 

TABLE 2 
Onsite Biological Resources  

Habitat Type Acreage 

Chaparral (maritime succulent scrub, disturbed) 0.28 

Chaparral/Coastal Sage Scrub (disturbed) 0.03 

Disturbed Habitat 2.34 

Developed 0.01 

Total 2.66* 

    

Coastal Sage Scrub, Disturbed 

Typical stands of Coastal Sage Scrub (CSS) are dominated by the native shrub, California sagebrush (Artemisia 

californica), with a sub-dominance of one or more native shrubs, and an herbaceous understory consisting of 

native and non-native grasses and annual forbs. Species include California sagebrush, California buckwheat 

(Eriogonum fasciculatum), black sage (Salvia mellifera), white sage (Salvia apiana), laurel sumac (Malosma 

laurina), sticky monkeyflower (Mimulus auranticus), and California aster (Corethrogyne filaginifolia), among 

others. 

 

Onsite, the disturbed CSS habitat remaining is a mixed vegetative community dominated by non-native species, 
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with occasional CSS indicator shrub species such as California sagebrush, Rhus, and California buckwheat scattered 

throughout.  

 

Chaparral  

Onsite, the City of Oceanside chaparral is a broad description of habitat. Onsite, the chaparral is made up of 

maritime succulent scrub. Typically, this is a low (knee to waist high), open (25-75% cover) scrub dominated by 

drought deciduous, subligneous, malacophyllous shrubs with a rich admixture of stem and leaf succulents. The 

proportion of cacti is highest toward the south or in some inland areas. The ground is more or less bare between 

the shrubs. Growth and flowering are concentrated in the spring and found on thin rocky or sandy soils, often on 

steep slopes of coastal headlands and bluffs. Characteristic Species include: Acalypha californica, Agave shawii, 

Bergerocactus emoryi, Encelia californica, Euphorbia misera, Ferocactus viridescens, Lycium californicum, Opuntia 

littoralis, O. oricola, O. prolifera, Rhus integrifolia, Viguera laciniata. 

 

The Chaparral onsite is comprised of disturbed maritime succulent scrub species with an understory of Lady 

Fingers (Dudleya edulis, a MC species) and non-native species such as. Avena sp., red brome (Bromus 

madritensis ssp. rubens), ripgut (Bromus diandrus), ryegrass (Lolium sp.), and mustard (Brassica sp.).   

 

Disturbed  

Disturbed land consists of all land graded, disturbed and/or covered by non-native ornamental (landscape) 

vegetation.  Non-native plant species typical of urban/developed areas include ornamental trees such as pine 

(Pinus spp.), pepper (Schinus spp.), palm (Washingtonia spp., Phoenix spp.), and gum; shrubs such as acacia 

(Acacia spp.) and oleander (Nerium oleander); and, groundcover such as turf grass, red apple (Aptenia cordifolia), 

and hottentot-fig (Carpobrotus edulis), Russian thistle (Salsola tragus), telegraph weed (Heterotheca grandiflora), 

horehound (Marrubium vulgare), and sow-thistle (Sonchus oleraceus).  Disturbed land typically provides little 

habitat for wildlife species.   

 

Onsite, the dominant habitat type is urban/disturbed land has been historically graded (into the pad area, 

surrounding roads, slopes, and pads) and is maintained with bi-annual mowing to control fire potential. This area 

supports non-native annual herb ground cover species and the non-native chrysanthemum. 

 

Developed  

This designation is used for the portion of the site that includes the areas that have previously been converted to 

pavement, paths or structures. Onsite, this area is limited to the area adjacent to the northern Property line 

(developed areas offsite). 

 

4.2 Wildlife 

No sensitive, rare or special status species was observed.  Invertebrates observed included butterflies and bees.  

The reptile species observed onsite include the western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis).  Bird species 

observed included Mallard, Western Gull, Rock Pigeon, Mourning Dove, Anna's Hummingbird, Allen's 

Hummingbird, Black Phoebe, Cassin's Kingbird, American Crow, California Scrub-Jay, Bushtit, House Wren, 

Northern Mockingbird, Cedar Waxwing, Orange-crowned Warbler, Yellow-rumped Warbler, California Towhee, 
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Song Sparrow, Lincoln's Sparrow, White-crowned Sparrow, House Finch, Lesser Goldfinch, House Sparrow.  No 

mammals were observed or detected onsite. 

 

4.3 Sensitive Resources 

Sensitive or special interest plant and wildlife species and habitats are those which are considered rare, 

threatened, or endangered within the state or region by local, state, or federal resource conservation agencies. 

Sensitive habitats, as identified by these same groups, are those which generally support plant or wildlife species 

considered sensitive by these resource protection agencies or groups. Sensitive species and habitats are so called 

because of their limited distribution, restricted habitat requirements, particular susceptibility to human 

disturbance, degradation due to development or invasion by non- native species, or a combination of all of these 

factors. 

 

In addition to City Guidelines for Determining Significance, the following were used in the determination of 

sensitive biological resources: U.S.  Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), California Native Plant Society (CNPS), and 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).  An explanation of the sensitivity codes used in this report is 

included in Appendix E. 

 

4.3.1 Sensitive Habitats 

The observed Chaparral and Coastal Sage Scrub are considered to be sensitive, even in a disturbed condition.  

 

4.3.2 Sensitive Plants 

Sensitive or special interest plant species are those which are considered rare, threatened, or endangered within 

the state or region by local, state, or federal resource conservation agencies. Sensitive plant species are so called 

because of their limited distribution, restricted habitat requirements, or particular susceptibility to human 

disturbance, or a combination of these factors. Sources used for the determination of sensitive plant species 

include: CDFW (2015), CNPS (2013), and CNDDB (2015).  

 

No sensitive plant or animal species were observed onsite at the time of the surveys. Due to the low quality of the 

habitat onsite and surrounding areas, no sensitive species are expected to occur. 

 

The subject property is located within a CNDDB-mapped occurrence for one listed plant: San Diego button-celery 

(Eryngium aristulatum var parishii), which is federally and state listed as Endangered and CNPS Rare Plant Rank 

1B.1. The subject property is also located within CNDDB occurrences for the following five special status plants: 

coast woolly-heads (Nemacaulis denudate var. denudate; CNPS Rare Plant Rank 1B.2), slender cottonheads 

(Nemacaulis denudate var. gracilis; CNPS Rare Plant Rank 2B.2), sea dahlia (Leptosyne maritima; CNPS Rare Plant 

Rank 2B.2); cliff spurge (Euphorbia misera; CNPS Rare Plant Rank 2B.2); and smooth tarplant (Centromadia 

pungens ssp. laevis; CNPS Rare Plant Rank 1B.1). None of these plants were observed on the property and the 

onsite conditions are not favorable for these species to persist onsite.  

 

Sensitive Plant Species with the Potential to Occur Onsite 

Thirty -one sensitive plants were assessed for the potential to occur onsite and are discussed in Appendix C. In 

summary, of the thirty-one sensitive plants assessed, none has greater than a low potential to occur onsite due 
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to lack of observations in the area and onsite or a lack of appropriate habitat. 

 

4.3.3 Sensitive Animals 

Sensitive or special interest wildlife species and habitats are those which are considered rare, threatened, or 

endangered within the state or region by local, state, or federal resource conservation agencies. Sensitive 

species are so called because of their limited distribution, restricted habitat requirements, or particular 

susceptibility to human disturbance, or a combination of these factors. Sources used for the determination of 

sensitive biological resources include: USFWS, CDFW.  Additional species receive federal protection under the 

Bald Eagle Protection Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Convention for the Protection of Migratory Birds 

and Animals. 

 

The CDFW also lists species as threatened or endangered, or candidates for listing as threatened or endangered. 

Lower sensitivity animals may be listed as “species of special concern” (CDFW).  The CDFW further classifies some 

species under the following categories: “fully protected,” “protected furbearer,” “harvest species,” “protected 

amphibian,” and “protected reptile.” The designation “protected” indicates that a species may not be taken or 

possessed except under special permit from the CDFW; “fully protected” indicates that a species can be taken 

only for scientific purposes.  The designation “harvest species” indicates that take of the species is controlled by 

the state government.   

 

4.3.3.1    Sensitive Wildlife Observed 

No CAGN were observed within the survey area and none are expected to occur. Due to the sparse and highly 

disturbed nature of the CSS habitat as well as the location, adjacent to the rail line and residential development, 

no sensitive animal species were observed and none are expected to occur. A complete list and explanation as to 

the potential occurrence of all Sensitive Wildlife with the Potential to Occur is described in Appendix D. 

 

4.3.3.2     Sensitive Wildlife Species with the Potential to Occur Onsite (not observed) 

The subject property is located within CNDDB-mapped occurrences for two special status species: one federally 

Endangered mammal, the lesser long-nosed bat (Leptonycteris yerbabuenae), and one California State Threatened 

bird, the bank swallow (Riparia riparia). Due to the poor condition and small size of the highly denuded natural 

habitat onsite (the chaparral/coastal sage scrub habitat located along the southern boundary of the subject 

property) is unlikely to provide suitable habitat for special status species. Additional protocol surveys are not 

recommended at this time. 

 

Critical habitat is a term defined and used in the Endangered Species Act (ESA, 1973). It is a specific geographic 

area(s) that is essential for the conservation of a threatened or endangered species and that may require special 

management and protection. Critical habitat may include an area that is not currently occupied by the species but 

that will be needed for its recovery.  

 

There is no designated Critical Habitat located within the subject property. The nearest designated critical habitat 

is located approximately 0.5 miles northeast of the subject property, east of I-5, and is designated for the coastal 

California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica; CAGN). 
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4.3.3.3 Raptors 

Within the Project footprint, but offsite, numerous scattered mature eucalyptus trees as well as mature 

ornamental landscaping exist.  Mature trees can support raptor nesting. Raptors are large predatory or 

scavenger birds that typically require tall trees for perching and nesting associated with adjacent open grasslands 

to forage.  Due to declining habitat and the associated declining numbers of these species on the whole, many 

raptor species have been designated as California Species of Special Concern by the CDFW.  These species are 

protected, especially during their critical nesting and wintering stages.  Raptors are protected under the CDFW 

California Raptor Protection Act (Title 14, Section 670).  No raptor nests were observed within the trees onsite. 

 

4.4   Wildlife Corridors 

Development within San Diego County has reduced the total available open space for wildlife populations, and in 

some instances, created isolated "islands" of habitat. In general, corridors and linkages are smaller constrained 

areas of habitat that connect larger areas of habitat which are otherwise separated by rugged terrain, changes in 

vegetation, or urban development. This allows for an exchange of gene pool between wildlife populations, which 

increases the genetic viability of otherwise isolated populations.  

 

Wildlife corridors are especially important for species with large habitat ranges or seasonal migrations. A corridor 

is a specific route that is used for the movement and migration of species, and may be different from a linkage in 

that it represents a smaller or narrower avenue for movement. A linkage is an area of land that supports or 

contributes to the long-term movement of wildlife and genetic exchange by providing live-in habitat that connects 

to other habitat areas. Many linkages occur as stepping-stone linkages that are comprised of fragmented 

archipelago arrangement of habitat over a linear distance. In either case, corridors and linkages will be comprised 

of land features which accommodate the movement of all sizes of wildlife, including large animals on a regional 

scale. Their contributing areas will support adequate vegetation cover, providing visual continuity and long lines 

of sight, so as to encourage the use of the corridor by all types of wildlife. In San Diego County, important 

corridors/linkages have been identified on the local and regional scale in establishing a connection between the 

northern and southern regions.  

 

The property is surrounded by high density development and not within or adjacent to an existing recognized 

habitat corridor. 

 

5.0 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK 

Federal Jurisdictions 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act  

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) requires that a permit be obtained from the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers (USACE) prior to the discharge of dredged or fill materials into any "waters of the United States”, 

including wetlands. Waters of the United States are broadly defined in the USACE’s regulations (33 CFR 328) to 

include navigable waterways, their tributaries, lakes, ponds, and wetlands. Wetlands are defined as "Those areas 

that are inundated or saturated by surface water or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, 

and that normally do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. 

Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas.” Such permits often require mitigation to 

offset losses of these habitat types so there is no net loss. Wetlands that are not specifically exempt from Section 
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404 regulations (such as drainage channels excavated on dry land and isolated wetlands) are considered to be 

"jurisdictional wetlands.” Under certain circumstances where multiple resources are impacted and interagency 

consultation is required, the USACE may consult with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service (USFWS), California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), State Water Resources Control 

Board (SWRCB), and the various Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) throughout the State in carrying 

out its discretionary authority under Section 404.  

 

Section 401 of the CWA  

A Section 401 Water Quality Certification, or waiver thereof, is required from the SWRCB or RWQCB before a 

Section 404 permit becomes valid. The RWQCB will review the project for consistency with the achievement of 

water quality objectives and the reasonable protection of beneficial uses designated in the Water Quality Control 

Plan for the San Diego Basin 9 (Basin Plan). In reviewing the project, the RWQCB will consider impacts to waters 

of the United States, in addition to filling of isolated wetlands, riparian areas, and headwaters (i.e., areas of high 

resource value), hydromodification, applicable water quality objectives and designated beneficial uses,, special 

status species, among other things. Collectively, wetland and water resources regulated by the SWRCB and 

RWQCB are referred to as waters of the State, and these resources may or may not include waters of the United 

States. Usually, mitigation is required (if not already a condition of the 404 permit) in the form of replacement or 

restoration of adversely impacted waters of the U.S.  

 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918  

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 USC 703-711) implements various treaties and conventions 

between the U.S. and Canada, Japan, Mexico and the former Soviet Union for the protection of migratory birds. 

It is enforced in the United States by the USFWS, and makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or 

barter any migratory bird listed in 50 CFR Part 10, including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except 

as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21). Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of 

reproductive effort (e.g., killing or abandonment of eggs or young) may be considered a “take” and is potentially 

punishable by fines and/or imprisonment. Migratory birds include geese, ducks, shorebirds, raptors, songbirds, 

and many other species.  

 

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act  

Enacted in 1940, this Act prohibits the take, transport, sale, barter, trade, import, export, and possession of bald 

eagles, making it illegal for anyone to collect bald eagles and eagle parts, nests, or eggs without authorization from 

the Secretary of the Interior. The Act was amended in 1962 to extend the prohibitions to the golden eagle.  

 

Federal ESA of 1973  

The United States Congress passed the FESA in 1973 to provide a means for conserving endangered and 

threatened species in order to prevent species extinction, extirpation, etc. The FESA has four major components: 

the Section 4 provisions for listing species and designating critical habitat; the Section 7 requirement for federal 

agencies to consult with the USFWS to ensure that their actions are not likely to jeopardize the continued 

existence of species or result in the modification or destruction of critical habitat-the Section 9 prohibition against 

“taking” listed species-and the Section 10 provisions for permitting the incidental take of listed species. The term 

“take” is defined by the FESA to include the concept of “harm,” which agency regulations define to include death 
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or injury that results from modification or destruction of a species habitat (50 CFR 17.3).  

 

Section 9 of the FESA  

Section 9 of the FESA prohibits any person from “taking” an endangered animal species. Regulations promulgated 

by USFWS and National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration make the “take” prohibition generally applicable 

to threatened animal species as well (50 CFR 17.71). Section 9 thus prohibits the clearing of habitat that results in 

death or injury to members of a protected species.  

 

An authorization or permit to incidentally take listed species can be obtained either through the Section 7 

consultation process or through the Section 10 incidental take permit process. In the context of Section 7, 

incidental take is authorized through an “incidental take statement” (ITS) that is issued consistent with a Biological 

Opinion. Measures required to conform to the ITS are contained in “reasonable and prudent measures,” as are 

the terms and conditions necessary to implement those measures. In the context of Section 10, incidental take is 

authorized through an “incidental take permit” (ITP) issued pursuant to Section 10(a)(1)(B). Measures contained 

in the ITP reflect the measures set out in a habitat conservation plan developed by the applicant in conjunction 

with the USFWS.  

 

Section 7 of the FESA  

Section 7 of the FESA provides that each federal agency undertaking a federal action which could significantly 

affect FESA species shall consult with the Secretary of Interior or Commerce, that any actions authorized, funded, 

or carried out by the agency are “not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered or threatened 

species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of lands determined to be critical habitat” (16 USC 

Section 1536(a)(2)). The term “agency action” is broadly defined in a manner that includes nearly all actions taken 

by federal agencies such as permitting or carrying out a project, as well as actions by private parties which require 

federal agency permits or approval (50 CFR Section 402.02). The consultation requirement of Section 7 is triggered 

upon a determination that a proposed action “may affect” a listed species or designated critical habitat (50 CFR 

Section 402.14(a)). If the proposed action is a “major construction” activity, the federal agency proposing the 

action must prepare a biological assessment to include with its request for the initiation of Section 7 consultation.  

 

Included in the USFWS Biological Opinion is an Incidental Take Statement (ITS) that authorizes a specified level of 

take anticipated to result from the proposed action. The ITS contains “reasonable and prudent measures” that are 

designed to minimize the level of incidental take, adverse modification, or destruction to critical habitat, and that 

must be implemented as a condition of the take authorization (50 CFR Section 402.14(i)(5)).  

 

The issuance of a Biological Opinion concludes formal consultation, but consultation can be reinitiated if the 

amount or extent of incidental take authorized is exceeded, the action changes, new information reveals effects 

of the action not previously considered, or a new species is listed or critical habitat is designated (50 CFR Section 

402.16). Once the Biological Opinion is issued, the project applicant must implement the terms and conditions, 

and conservation measures, mandated by the USFWS. Monitoring and reporting is required to be coordinated 

with the USFWS during the implementation of conservation measures.  
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Section 10 of the FESA  

Under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the FESA, the USFWS may permit the incidental take of listed species that may occur 

as a result of an otherwise lawful activity. To obtain a Section 10(a)(1)(B) permit, an applicant must prepare a 

habitat conservation plan that meets the following five criteria: 1) the taking will be incidental to an otherwise 

lawful activity; 2) the applicant will, to the maximum extent practicable, minimize and mitigate the impacts of 

such taking; 3) the applicant will ensure that adequate funding for the plan will be provided; 4) the taking will not 

appreciably reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the species in the wild; and, 5) other measures, 

if any, that the USFWS requires as being necessary or appropriate for purposes of the plan will be met (16 USC 

Section 1539(a)(2)(A)).  

 

State of California (CDFW)  

California Endangered Species Act  

The CESA declares that deserving plant or animal species will be given protection by the State because they are of 

ecological, educational, historical, recreational, aesthetic, economic, and scientific value to the people of the 

State. CESA establishes that it is State policy to conserve, protect, restore, and enhance endangered species and 

their habitats. Under State law, plant and animal species may be formally designated as rare, threatened, or 

endangered through official listing by the California Fish and Wildlife Commission. Listed species are given greater 

attention during the land use planning process by local governments, public agencies, and landowners than are 

species that have not been listed.  

 

CESA authorizes that “private entities may take plant or wildlife species listed as endangered or threatened under 

FESA and CESA, pursuant to a federal incidental take permit issued in accordance with Section 10 of the FESA, if 

the CDFW certifies that the incidental take statement or incidental take permit is consistent with CESA (Fish and 

Game Code Section 2080.1(a)).  

 

Section 2081(b) and (c) of the CESA allows CDFW to issue an incidental take permit for a state-listed threatened 

and endangered species only if specific criteria are met. These criteria can be found in Title 14 CCR, Sections 

783.4(a) and (b). No Section 2081(b) permit may authorize the take of “fully protected” species and “specified 

birds.” If a project is planned in an area where a fully protected species or specified bird occurs, an applicant must 

design the project to avoid all take; the CDFW cannot provide take authorization under CESA. On private property, 

endangered plants may also be protected by the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA) of 1977. Threatened plants 

are protected by CESA, and rare plants are protected by the NPPA; however, CESA authorizes that "Private entities 

may take plant species listed as endangered or threatened under the FESA and CESA through a federal Incidental 

Take Permit (ITP) issued pursuant to Section 10 of the FESA, if the CDFW certifies that the ITS or ITP is consistent 

with CESA.” In addition, CEQA requires disclosure of any potential impacts on listed species and alternatives or 

mitigation that would reduce those impacts.  

 

CEQA: Treatment of Listed Plant and Animal Species  

FESA and CESA protect only those species formally listed as threatened or endangered (or rare in the case of the 

State list). Section 15380 of the CEQA Guidelines independently defines "endangered" species of plants or animals 

as those whose survival and reproduction in the wild are in immediate jeopardy and "rare" species as those who 
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are in such low numbers that they could become endangered if their environment worsens. Therefore, a project 

normally will have a significant effect on the environment if it will substantially affect a rare or endangered species 

of animal or plant or the habitat of the species. The significance of impacts to a species under CEQA must be based 

on analyzing actual rarity and threat of extinction despite legal status or lack thereof.  

 

Sections 1601 to 1603 of the California Fish and Game Code  

Streambeds and other drainages that occur within the project proponent service area and proposed CIP project 

sites are subject to regulation by the CDFW. The CDFW considers most drainages to be “streambeds” unless it can 

be demonstrated otherwise. A stream is defined as a body of water that flows at least periodically or intermittently 

through a bed or channel with banks and supports fish or other aquatic life. This includes watercourses having a 

surface or sub-surface flow that supports, or has supported, riparian vegetation. CDFW jurisdiction typically 

extends to the edge of the blue-line streams, and therefore, usually encompasses a larger area than Corps 

jurisdiction.  

 

Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800 of the California Fish and Game Code  

These sections of the Fish and Game Code prohibit the take or possession of birds, their nests, or eggs. Disturbance 

that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort (killing or abandonment of eggs or young) is 

considered a take. Such a take would also violate federal law protecting migratory birds. ITPs are required from 

the CDFW for projects that may result in the incidental take of species listed by the State as endangered, 

threatened, or candidate species. The wildlife agencies require that impacts to protected species be minimized to 

the extent possible and mitigated to a level of insignificance.  

 

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act  

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act provides for statewide coordination of water quality regulations. 

The Act established the SWRCB as the State-wide authority and nine separate RWQCBs to oversee smaller regional 

areas within the State. The Act authorizes the SWRCB to adopt, review, and revise Water Quality Control Policies 

for all waters of the State (including both surface and ground waters); and directs the RWQCBs to develop regional 

Basin Plans. Section 13170 of the California Water Code also authorizes the SWRCB to adopt water quality control 

plans on its own initiative. The Water Quality Control Plan for the San Diego Basin 9 (Basin Plan) is designed to 

preserve and enhance the quality of water resources in the San Diego region for the benefit of present and future 

generations.  

 

The purpose of the plan is to designate beneficial uses of the region’s surface and ground waters, designate water 

quality objectives for the reasonable protection of those uses, and establish an implementation plan to achieve 

the objectives.  

 

California Natural Community Conservation Planning Act of 1991  

The NCCP Act is designed to conserve habitat-based natural communities at the ecosystem scale while 

accommodating compatible land uses in coordination with CESA. CDFW is the principal state agency implementing 

the NCCP Program. The Act established a process to allow for comprehensive, long-term, regional, multi-species, 

and habitat-based planning in a manner that satisfies the requirements of the State and FESAs (through a 

companion regional habitat conservation plan). The NCCP program has provided the framework for innovative 



16  

efforts by the State, local governments, and private interests, to plan for the protection of regional biodiversity 

and the ecosystems upon which they depend. NCCPs seek to ensure the long-term conservation of multiple 

species, while allowing for compatible and appropriate economic activity to proceed.  

 

Local Jurisdiction  

Multiple Habitat Conservation Program  

The MHCP is a comprehensive, multiple jurisdictional planning program designed to develop an ecosystem 

preserve in northwestern San Diego County. Implementation of the regional preserve system is intended to 

protect viable populations of key sensitive plant and animal species and their habitats, while accommodating 

continued economic development and quality of life for residents of the North County region. The MHCP is one 

of several large multiple jurisdictional habitat planning efforts in San Diego County, each of which constitutes a 

subregional plan under the California NCCP Act of 1991. The MHCP includes seven incorporated cities in 

northwestern San Diego County: Carlsbad, Encinitas, Escondido, Oceanside, San Marcos, Solana Beach, and Vista. 

These jurisdictions will implement their respective portions of the MHCP through citywide “subarea” plans, which 

describe the specific implementing mechanisms each city will institute for the MHCP. The goal of the MHCP is to 

conserve approximately 19,000 acres of habitat, of which roughly 8,800 acres (46 percent) are already in public 

ownership and contribute toward the habitat preserve system for the protection of more than 80 rare, threatened 

or endangered species.  

 

City of Oceanside Subarea Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)/Natural Community Conservation Plan 

The City of Oceanside Subarea Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)/Natural Community Conservation Plan addresses 

how the City of Oceanside will conserve natural biotic communities and sensitive plant and wildlife species under 

the MHCP framework.  The Subarea Plan will provide regulatory certainty to the landowners within the City and 

aid in conserving the region’s biodiversity and enhancing the quality of life. The Subarea Plan addresses the 

potential impacts to natural habitats and rare, threatened or endangered species caused by projects within the 

Cities. The Subarea Plans will also form the basis for Implementing Agreements, which will be the legally binding 

agreements between the City and the Wildlife Agencies that ensure implementation of the plan and provides the 

City with State and federal “Take authority.”  

 

City of Oceanside General Plan 

The City of Oceanside General Plan is the primary source of long-range planning and policy direction used to guide 

growth and preserve the quality of life within the City of Oceanside. The Oceanside General Plan states that a goal 

of the City is to analyze proposed land uses to ensure that the designations would contribute to a proper balance 

of land uses within the community. The Oceanside General Plan contains stated community goals and policies 

designed to shape the long-term development of the City, as well as protect its environmental, social, cultural, 

and economic resources.  
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6.0    ANTICIPATED PROJECT IMPACTS 

This section addresses potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to biological resources that would result 

from implementation of the proposed project, and provides analyses of significance for each potential impact. 

 

Direct Impacts are immediate impacts resulting from temporary and permanent removal of habitat through 

grading and Brush Management Zone (BMZ impacts, onsite, are required).  

 

Indirect Impacts result from changes in land use adjacent to natural habitat and primarily result from adverse 

“edge effects;” either short-term indirect impacts related to construction or long-term, chronic indirect impacts 

associated with urban development.  During construction of the project, short-term indirect impacts include dust 

and noise which could temporarily disrupt habitat and species vitality or construction related soil erosion and 

run-off. Long-term indirect impacts may include intrusions by humans and domestic pets, noise, lighting, 

invasion by exotic plant and wildlife species, use of toxic chemicals (fertilizers, pesticides, herbicides, and other 

hazardous materials), soil erosion, litter, fire, and hydrological changes (e.g., groundwater level and quality). 

 

Cumulative Impacts refer to incremental individual environmental effects of two or more projects when 

considered together. These impacts taken individually may be minor, but collectively significant as they occur 

over a period of time. 

 

Thresholds of Significance refer to the evaluation of whether or not an impact to a particular biological resource 

is significant must consider both the resource itself and the role of that resource in a regional context. 

Substantial impacts are those that contribute to, or result in, permanent loss of an important resource, such as 

a population of a rare plant or animal. Impacts may be important locally because they result in an adverse 

alteration of existing site conditions, but considered not significant because they do not contribute substantially 

to the permanent loss of that resource regionally. The severity of an impact is the primary determinant of 

whether or not that impact can be mitigated to a level below significant.  Generally, there are three levels of 

adverse impacts associated with biological resources: significant, locally important, and not significant.  

 

6.1    Avoidance and Minimization 

The proposed project has been designed to avoid impacts to biological resources in order to minimize significant 

cumulative impacts. The proposed development is clustered within the existing disturbed/developed area, 

avoiding the slope to the greatest extent possible (Figures 5).  

 

Therefore, by avoiding impacts to the maximum extent practicable by project design, impacts to significant 

biological resources are not proposed as a result of the proposed project. 

 

6.2    Project Impacts 

The proposed project has been designed to avoid impacts to biological resources in order to minimize significant 

cumulative impacts. A total of 2.54 acres are proposed to be impacted. A total of 0.15 acres of sensitive habitats 

are proposed to be impacted. Of these impacts, a total of 0.3 acres are proposed as Brush Management Zone 

(BMZ) maintained areas (no grading). 
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TABLE 4 
Project Impacts and 

Mitigation Requirements 
 

Habitat Type Onsite 

Acreage 

Impacts 

(onsite/offsite) 

Avoidance Mitigation 

Ratio 

Mitigation 

Acreage 

Chaparral (maritime succulent scrub, 

disturbed)* 

0.28 0.14   

(0.14/0.0) 

0.14 3:1 0.42 

Coastal Sage Scrub (unoccupied CSS, 

disturbed)* 

0.03 0.01   

(0.01/0.0) 

0.02 2:1 0.02 

Disturbed Habitat 2.34 1.89 

(1.87/0.02) 

0.47 N/A 0.0 

Developed/Urban  0.01 0.5   

(0.01/0.49) 

0.0 N/A 0.0 

Total 2.66 2.54 

(2.03/0.51) 

0.63  0.44 

* Denotes a Sensitive Habitat 

 

  6.3    Significance of Impacts 

Generally, there are three levels of adverse impacts associated with biological resources: significant, locally 

important, and not significant.  These levels of impacts were applied to the project site and are used below in 

the discussion of specific potential impacts.  Figure 5 details the proposed impact footprint. 

 

Sensitive Habitat 

Impacts to the 0.01 acres of disturbed CSS and maritime succulent scrub chaparral (0.14 acres) is considered 

significant and mitigation would be required. 

 

Sensitive Plant Species 

No sensitive plant species were documented onsite.  No impacts to sensitive plant species are expected to 

occur and mitigation would be not be required. 

 

Sensitive Wildlife Species 

No sensitive wildlife species were documented onsite.  No impacts to sensitive wildlife species are expected to 

occur and mitigation would be not be required. 

 

Due to the fact that raptors have been historically observed in the area and there are large open areas onsite, 

raptor foraging within this area may occur. However, as this area is currently and historically utilized by human 

activity, the loss of this area does not constitute a significant habitat impact or loss of significant raptor foraging 

area. As potentially appropriate raptor nesting sites have been observed onsite, preventative measures to 

preclude direct and/or indirect impacts violating the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) shall be implemented. 

Potential nesting sites are defined as large trees, and/or man made towers/poles etc.  Preventative mitigation 

(pre-construction surveys) are recommended (Mitigation Section 7.2). 
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7.0   PROPOSED MITIGATION 

Under CEQA, mitigation is required for all significant biological impacts (e.g.  impacts within highly constrained 

areas). In addition, the CDFW 1600 and the ACOE 404 permit process generally require mitigation for the loss 

of wetland resources. The following mitigation measures are recommendations to locally important biological 

impacts.  Although mitigation measures are not often required for locally important impacts, local jurisdictions 

often implement these measures to minimize cumulative impacts within the region. 

 

According to Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines, the proposed project would have a potentially 

significant impact to onsite biological resources if it would: 

 

• Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.  Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

• Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified 
in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.  
Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

• Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means. 

 

• Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife 
nursery sites. 

 

• Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance. 

 

• Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. 

 

7.1    Direct Impacts - Mitigation 

Potentially significant impacts to 0.01 acres of CSS are proposed and mitigation is required. A mitigation ratio of 

2:1 will be required. A total of 0.02 acres of CSS habitat is required. 

 

Potentially significant impacts to 0.14 acres of City of Oceanside chaparral (maritime succulent scrub) are 

proposed and mitigation is required. A mitigation ratio of 3:1 will be required. A total of 0.42 acres of habitat is 

required as mitigation. 

 

7.2    Indirect Impacts - Preventative Mitigation 

In order to prevent potential significant indirect impacts to breeding birds/raptors, if grading is proposed during 

the bird/raptor breeding season (January to July) then a pre-construction survey for active nests shall be 

performed no more than three days prior to the initiation of construction. If an active nest is identified onsite, 
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then grading shall be postponed until the nest is no longer active. 

 

7.3    Cumulative Impacts 

The proposed project will not contribute to the cumulative loss of native habitat within the local community and 

unincorporated San Diego County. Through the proposed design, the project will not have a cumulatively 

considerable or significant impact to biological resources. 

 

8.0    NCCP/4(D) CONFORMANCE FINDINGS 

The proposed project has been designed to conform to the Conservation Guidelines provided by the Southern 

California Coastal Sage Scrub NCCP Process Guidelines (NCCP 2002).  The project proposes impacts to 

approximately 33 percent of the coastal sage scrub onsite; 67% will be preserved within an onsite OS.  All impacts 

onsite have been clustered to the maximum extent practical.  In addition, impacts to sensitive resources will be 

mitigated in conformance with the NCCP process guidelines.  As discussed, no recognized formal wildlife corridor 

will be affected by the proposed project.  The proposed project will be contributing to the future sub-regional 

NCCP by preserving approximately 0.02 acres of coastal sage scrub onsite and impacts to 0.01 acres of sensitive 

CSS habitat will be mitigated (at 2:1) by purchasing 0.02 acres of offsite mitigation credits, contributing to the 

future Sub-regional NCCP. 
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10.0 CERTIFICATION 

 

The following qualified Biologist completed the stated field survey(s) and preparation of this report:  Michael 

Jefferson 

 

CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present data 

and information required for this biological evaluation, and that the facts, statements, and information 

presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

 

Signed:  

 
Michael K. Jefferson 

BLUE Consulting Group 

Senior Biologist 
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Mammals

NAME STATUS

 Pacific Pocket Mouse (Perognathus longimembris pacificus)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8080

Endangered

 Stephens' Kangaroo Rat (Dipodomys stephensi (incl. D. cascus))
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3495

Endangered

Birds

NAME STATUS

 California Least Tern (Sterna antillarum browni)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8104

Endangered

 Coastal California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8178

Threatened

 Least Bell's Vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5945

Endangered

 Light-footed Clapper Rail (Rallus longirostris levipes)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6035

Endangered

 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6749

Endangered

 Western Snowy Plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus)
Population: Pacific Coast population DPS-U.S.A. (CA, OR, WA), Mexico (within 50 miles of
Pacific coast)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035

Threatened

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8080
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3495
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8104
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8178#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8178
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5945#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5945
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6035
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6749#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6749
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035
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Amphibians

NAME STATUS

 Arroyo (=arroyo Southwestern) Toad (Anaxyrus californicus)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3762

Endangered

Fishes

NAME STATUS

 Tidewater Goby (Eucyclogobius newberryi)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/57

Endangered

Crustaceans

NAME STATUS

 Riverside Fairy Shrimp (Streptocephalus woottoni)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8148

Endangered

 San Diego Fairy Shrimp (Branchinecta sandiegonensis)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6945

Endangered

 Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498

Threatened

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3762#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3762
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/57#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/57
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8148#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8148
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6945#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6945
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498
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Flowering Plants

NAME STATUS

 Del Mar Manzanita (Arctostaphylos glandulosa ssp. crassifolia)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7673

Endangered

 San Diego Ambrosia (Ambrosia pumila)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8287

Endangered

 San Diego Button-celery (Eryngium aristulatum var. parishii)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5937

Endangered

 San Diego Thornmint (Acanthomintha ilicifolia)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/351

Threatened

 Spreading Navarretia (Navarretia fossalis)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1334

Threatened

 Thread-leaved Brodiaea (Brodiaea filifolia)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside the designatedfinal critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6087

Threatened

Critical habitats

There are no critical habitats within your project area.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7673
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8287#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8287
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5937
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/351#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/351
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1334#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1334
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6087#crithab
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6087
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